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b ;e _ : ~ Nmw, ORL'EJQN;;,'_May 8,'.'1’848;
‘The court met, pursuant to' the call of the president. . _
. Present, all the members and the judge adyocate and recorder:

The judge advbba{é informed the court that he had the witnesses,
who were unable to attend before to‘morrow. r

.- The courtthen, a_fter'cons_ide_ration,;decided.'th.at"tﬁjey would ’ineet‘
in Frederick, Maryland, on the 29th of May, 1848, and directed the
judge advocate to give natice to the ‘parties, 'and to 'summon’ the

witnesses to meet the court in that city.

. The court then adjourned uutii to-morrow m_b‘r’ning'a't 10 o’-cloc_k;
oy e : New OniEANS?'May 9, 1848.
The court met pursuant to adjournment. HERRL
. Major General Pillow before the '-cou'r:i:.1l_ .
Mr. John McGinness; of New Orleans,. duly SwWorn, says:!

. Question by prosecution.  Look at the = paper signed Leonidas,
and state what you know in relation ‘to that paper? - +

_ Present, all' the members and the judge advocate and recorder.

Answer. ' Tt was on the night of the seventh, or morning of the

eighth of September last, about one ortwo o’cloekin the morning, per-
haps, I was awakened by the foreman of the Deltaoffice, with the news
that the Mexican mail ‘had arrived; T would state further, that it
was 1y business to'make up the Mexican news, as the other edi-
tors ‘were absent; among the letters or papers in' the package or
packages was this letter which- T have in my hand, (No.'3.) as
near as I can identify any document that ‘Wwas'in my possession. I
afterwards: gave this letter to Mr. J. L. Freaner. | :
Question by prosecution. Do jou know in what package that
letter came? el e i £
_Answer.  To the best of my recollection, it’ came in a package
with some letters and documents from Mr. Freaner with some Mex-
ican mews.” '\ AR B i
" "Question by prosecution. Why was'the letter given to Mr. Frea-
ner? 2 - a . :
Answer. At Mr. Freaner’s request; it was made ‘in writing
twice; the dates T cannot specify; and verbally once, that is when
he asked me to hand it to' him in the office. : :
Question by prosecution. Did he give any' reason for thisre-
quest, or give any opinion about the letfer,
Answer. . He always spoke ofit as a very ridiculous production,
and asked for it for his own security. I
Question by prosecution. Have any attempts been made to in-
fluence the course of the “Delta’” towards certain general officers of
the United States army; was any undue influenee used to this end,
and if so, through whom, and in respect to what general officers?
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‘Answgr. I'would answer, that our correspondents‘have frequent-
ly given their opinions of the merits and demerits of several offi-
cers, but' no attempt, that T am aware of, has ever been made to
influence the course ‘'of the “Delta,” and I"'don’t believe any officer

‘would be fool enough to make the attempt.”

‘'Question by prosecution. . Was “any indication given to those
interested in the “Delta,’” that it would'be to the advantage of said
newspaper to change its course in reference 'to certain generaliof;
ficers of the [United States army; and if'so, in' respect to what ge-

~neral officers and by whom?

Answer. I know of no particular indication given by any one;
I have heard opinions expressed by ‘the* masses, and advice volun-
teered by the friends of theé “Delta,”” which is done every day.

Question by prosecution. ‘Do’ you consider Mr. James L. Frea-
ner as your authorized agent for correct reports of” what transpires
in or about the armyin Mexico, wherever he’'may be; and if so,
would the letter sipned “Leonidas’ have been published in your
paper, if it had not come to you enclosed in your package ‘of cor-
~Answer. T consider Mr. Fréaner as an authorized -agent for cor-
Tect reports of what transpires in  Mexico. ' T believe  the letter
signed Lieonidas would not have been published in the Delta, had
it not come in"Mr. Freanei’s package, or supposed to have come'in
his package, with his sanction.  The packages were all broken open,
and the contents ‘mixed together, when'I was called. " T believed,
then, it came in' My. Freaner’s package, and I believe so now. |

Question by defence. Witness will state if the Delta had.de-
fended General Pillow from the assatlts of other presses, up to'the
time the American army entered the capital of Mexico; 'state,also,
if this course, on the part of the Delta, was entirely voluntary, and
‘unsolicited by General Pillow, and was adopted’ before  General
Pillow wa- personally known,toany of its editors? iy
© Answer.. With regard’ to. dates, I cannot state, definitely, how
long it défended General Pillow; and; as far'as my knowledge ‘ex-
tends, ‘this defence was voluntary and unsolicited, and was before
he was known to the editors of the Delta. My position in the
office being prineipally in the business department, T cannot ‘answer
that question with the accuracy that I could were I the editor, and
controlled its columns. i : :

‘Question by defence. Has ot the Delta published many letters
and communications from Mexico, in regard to'the movements of
the army, which did not céme in Mr:"Freaner’s packages; and is
there not another one, besides the Leonidas letter; in ‘the very
number containing that letter? -

Answer. Ithas. There is anothier letter in the same number, as
T see by the paper. 3 ; % érfiad

.‘Th-e Hon! Alexander-..Walker, duly sworn, says: ‘

Question by prosecution. Look at paper No. 3, the letter of Leo-
nidas, and state your knowledge of that paper? gk ;

Answer. Tam the'editor of the Delta—having general charge of
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the editorial matters of  that paper; especially; of that pgrtion of

the paper devoted to Mexican news, and. to the operations of our.

always on'the spot, is in the habit ©of examining the packages; and
arranging those which come from Mexico, in my absence. | The
Mary Kingsland, the steamer which brought the first despatches
from' Mexico relating to the battles in the valley, arrived in- this
city early on the morning of the Sth of September, about 2 0’¢clock,
a. m. . The packages brought for the Delta were opened in the
office, in order to get out, for that morning, 4 hasty account of the
battles. When I came to the leditorial office I found, among the
other letters which had been:brought by the Mary . Kingsland, this
letter, Leenidas,, which ‘is marked: Neo. 3, which I ‘presumed had
been sent by our regular correspondent, Mr. J. L. Freaner. I read
the letter, and was not pleased - with the style or character. of-it,
and therefore laid it aside for consideration. Finding, however,

army. ' Mr. McGinness,whose testimony h as'just been given, being

that the letter contained some information relative to the battles,

and knowing the great anxiety of the public to catch at every re-
port or statement bearing upon those interesting events; believing
that it had been approved by our correspondent, I thought proper
‘to publish it, on the 10th of September, with corrections, omissions,
and alterations; the object of which was to improve the style, ana
to moderate the extravagance of its praise of a parcicular -officer
and corps; believing that the public would view it, as we did, as
the emanation of some young officer whose observation, being con-
fined to the operations of his own corps, led him, naturally, to ex-
aggerate its achievements. I will state the alterations. -On the
second page, in the first interlineation, which I feel certain is made
by me; is in-the word ““ wounded.”. On the third page is the word
*“victorious,’”’’ substituted, for: & triumphant.”? 1 think the word
£ 2o advance,”’ on the same page, was erased by me.  On the fourth
page, the next interlineation, of which Ihayea very distinct recol:
lection, and the object I had' in view in making it, % ground, and
were -compelled to wade,”’ were the -interlineation. L erased the
reference to the ditches. A few lines further, the word “nobly’’is
erased, and ‘‘with great ardor,”’ interpolated. The erasures and
cancellations on the fourth page are all made by me. . e
On the fifth page there is one erasure of “ General Pillow,” and
an interlineation. of * General Smith;’ which ;I made. All: the
erasures and interlineations on thesixth, seventh, and eighth pages
were made byme. I don’t see one that wasnot, except the address
to the editors of the Union, which erasure was madé, I'suppose,
by the writer. y3 : o e
Question by prosecution. What became of the original: paper
after its publication in'the Delta? : 1de "
Answer. I retained it for several days among my papers,until it
passed out of my possession into that ef Mr. McGihness, who is
the keeper of our papers and lettersy T have no personal knowledge
_of the letter after that. f i i
Question by prosecution. Have any attempts been made to in-
fluence: the course of the Delta towards certain general officers of
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the United States army; was any-undue influence used to this end;
and +if 'so, through whom, and:in respect to what general officers?

Answer,, When General Pillow returned from the battle of Cerro
Gordo, hewas attacked in the papers: for his'conduct in that battle.
I;as the editor of ‘the Delta, defended him, and replied to these at-
tacks, without knowing General Pillow personally. Thisled toa
controversy between the Delta and other papers, which induced the
political and personal friends of General Pillow to look upon the
Delta as the paper which was most likely to.defend him in case he.
got into.any other difficulties. I had no ocecasion to refer to Gene-
ral Pillow after the Cerro Gordo controversy, until after the battle
of Contreras. and. Churubuseo; up ‘to that time my relations with
General Pillow did - not extend beyond a simple introduction and
short conversation with him wupon general affairs, which introduc-
tion and conversation were accidental, as T was desirous of avoid-
ing  any intimacy with an “efficer whom I ‘had defended with:some
earnestness.: The only communication ever made by General Pil-
low with a view of influencing me, was in a letter addressed to the
Hon. John: Slidell; enclosing a letter, which was published in the
Delta -as a private letter; addressed by:General Pillow to a friend
in this city, and a copy of one which had been previously addressed
to ‘the editors of the Picayune by Major Burns. Inthe letter to
Mx. Slidell, General Pillow expressed ‘his surprise that the Delta

+had manifested some hostility towards him; referring to an article

which appeared on the 19th of November, I believe in relation to
the battle of Contreras, requesting Mr. Slidell to ¢all on me (by
name) and show me that it ‘was not to our interest to attack him,
and . defending his conduct generally, setting forth the defence of
his conduct in such. a manner as impressed me with the opinion
that General Pillow ‘considered-thatihe had some claims on me as
@ member of the same political party as himself. = ;
Question by prosecution. Was any indication given to' those in-
ferested in the “ Delta,” that it would be to'the advantage of said
newspaper to change its course in reference to certain :general
officers of ‘the United States army—and, if so; in Tespect to what
general officers, and by whom? - o '
‘:An_swer. The friends of General Pillow and General Worth in
this city have approached me with a view of inducing me to defend
those gentlemen in their controversy with General Scott, by argu-
ments addressed to my political bias—not by any influence that
would be unusual or improper. : G Ep R Y
~Question by defence. 'Witness will examine the number of the

4 Delta? here shown him, containing the first publication of the

letter “Leonidas,” dated 10th September, 1847, and say if the edi-
torial remarks preceding its insertion were those ‘which controlled
the ‘action of its editors in its‘insertion? ;

Answer. The editorial I request may be entered upon the record,
and I then answer by saying, it speaks for itself: -

. The Great.Battle.—_'—As every thing relating to the great battles
Tecently fought near the city of Mexico is, at present, deeply in-
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teresting, we givethe fol‘lowing-.descfipjtion.o_f thcse‘batt}e's, written

by a gentlemar attached to:the division of General Pillow. The
esprit du corps of the writer may have'led him into ‘a natural and
excusable excess of praise of his own division, but as he says-no-
thing in disparagement of the other divisions of thelarmy, we give
his letter, omitting some ‘parts of it, in order to get it into our, at
present; very crowded columns.” - { [

' Question'by defence.’ Witness will'state at what'time the letter
addressed to ‘Mr. ‘Slidell was written; and if the letter referred fo
“was the same reéently published’ in' that paper, in ‘which General
Pillow defends himself against the attacks of the press, in'connect-
ing his name with'the authorship of the ¢Leonidas” letteryand not
against General Scott’s charges; give, also, the date of that letter,
as nearly as he can recollect? 238 APHEED -
~Answer. T can’trecollect the date ‘of the letter.” The object of
the letter is correctly deseribed, however, in the question.
Question by defence; In the note to Mr. Slidell; referred’'to by
witness, he ‘will state if General Pillow'did not say he"was per-
suaded the hostility of the ¢Delta’ towards him had’ proceeded
from a misapprehension:on:the part of its editors, in regard to
General Pillow’s conduct, ‘and his® official reports; and under the
impression that he (General Pillow) had had some agency in the
“Leonidas? letter;'and that, as that ‘question ‘was' put to:rest by
Major Burns’s ‘avowal, and as he!could see no interest. of the
¢“Delta’s” which could be promoted by a hostile course, he hc_»ped,
upon:this light ‘coming before the public, there would be no dispo-
sition felt to assail’ himj 'was ‘this'’the ‘general character of the
private note referred ‘to- which inducéd 'the opinion expressed by
witness above, in regard to the object of that letter? = = =/
Answer. As far as my recollection 'serves, that 'is the general
tenor of the note. iy MG 45 ApaTR RIS
“Question by defence. Howlong was usually’ required, about
August or September last, for Mr. Freaner’s packages'to come from
the yalley of Mexico'to the city of New Orleans? = = *~ 700
Answer. At that time the communicdtion was so difficult that
they -were very irregular; it was very uncertain, = Our report of t_he
‘battles of Contreras and Churubusco, and the correspondence be-
tween General Scott and the President of Mexico, leading to the
armistice; were made up on the 22d of August, and reached us on
the 8th of September. 8] S R e ol i
Question by defence; Was it at all probable; or possible, at that
time, for letters to have left the valley of Mexico and reached this
city in seven days, with their means of transportation?
‘Answer. I should think not at that'time; we have got l_a_t!ell_y
letters in seven or ‘eight days, but‘at that time I should'not .th,_lnk
it ' was possible. o Ty i e
Question by defence. “What induced the witness to publish the
fact of the interlineations in the Leonidas letter having been made
by himself; was it ‘done in consequence of witness’s having seet
in the proceedings of ‘this court, that witnesses in Mexico had tes

dinner?
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_ tified their opinion that these interlineations weré made by Gene-

ral Pillow, and was it therefore as an act of justice to General Pil-
low, that the fact was made public through the “Delta,” that these
interlineations were made by the witness. Lol 7
“.Answer. Yes. = j ol Ly s o
Question by court. At the bottom of the last page of the manu-
script original of the Leonidas communication, is what purports to
be a Tetter to theedifors of the “Delta” signed “A. W. ‘Burns, U,
S. A2 Was that letter a part of the manuscript asit came to your
hands in New Orleans? ' Fe S e e
READEwWer. Yes: | (priyi, o un 4

_The judge advocate stated that:he wished to examine a witness
at Louisville, Kentucky, in' relation to the' last meal taken by the
late Colonel Butler at San Augustin, and to the point whether pay-
master Burns was present or not. S, fes i :

General Pillow said that he did not think it necessary for him to
attend the court to that place, but ‘that as his friend Lieutenant
Colonel Duncan would go up the river, he would devolve upon

~ bim ‘the ‘cross-examination ‘of the witness; should such be neces-

sary.
. The court then
presi_dlent. :

adjourned,to meetat Louisville, at the call of the

: - LovisyiLLg, KE_NTUC:RYI‘; My 16', 1848,
. The court met by call of the president: present, all the members,

the judge advocate and recorder,

Colonel Duncan presént-, in' behalf of Major Genrer.a‘l Pillow.
Mr. J. R. Throckmorton, of Louisville, duly sworn, says:

_Question by prosecution. . Were you at San Augustin, near the
city of Mexico, on the nineteenth of August last; and if s0, did
you see the late Colonel Butler, of the Soifth Carolina volunteers,
on that day? ; ' - Vo

- Answer. Iwas there on that day, and saw Colonel Butler at the
quarters of Captain Montgomery, quartermaster, and myself.. He
was there séon after the division to which he was attached came
up. He was unwell. - i i

Question by prosecution. Did he dine with you that day?

Answer. He dined with us that day, or rather took a snack, as
he was unwell and could not eat much. , 3
Question by prosecution.  Who was present at that *dinner?
Anpswer.  Captain Montgomery was one, Mr. George Whitman
was another, and a clerk of Captain Montgomery, and also the
postmaster and a young man who was, as T understood afterwards,
postmaster in the city of Mexico. There were persons going in
and out all the time, and several persons partook of what we had.
Question by prosecution. Was paymaster Burns present at that

Answer. I do not recollect whether he was or not, He was in
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ot quartérs once or twice "ivh-'ilé‘wd_weyg at SanAugustm,butI
cannot recollect whether it was on that day or not. . He made so-
clable visits. ‘It is my impression that he called two or three
i L i Y Aty

| e i ¥

SELT R FREDERI&:&,-M&@ 29, 1848. .,
et':~pr¢seﬁ_t,-'-£1_1]. the members, the judge advocate and

The court’ m
recorder.. _ ; i e S i
- In consequence of the absence of General Pillow, the court ad-

journed until to-morrow morning at 10. o’clock. -
o oy . Fsppkrick, May 30, 1848,
“THe court met: preseént, all the members, the judge advocate and
reEQrder. s Rt T T R : de - Jusnanthfenals)
The court adjb_urn-ed- until - to-morrow morning at 10 _o’clogk,_.,in
consequence of the absence of General Pillow. : ;
,.FR'EDER'ICK, May 31, 1848,

The court met: present, all the members; the judge advocate and

recorder.’

The court, understanding that General Pillow could not reach
this place until to-morrow . afternoon, adjourned till 10 o’clock on
Friday, the second of June.

\ Saile FnﬁDEmcx,.June_-Q:, 1848.
The court met: present, all the members, the judge advocate and
recorder. :

General Pillow still ' absent, and’ the court':ladjourn@d until to-

morrow morning at 10 o’clock.

——

FREDERICE, J une 3., 1848.

The court®met: }I)resent, General Towson, Colonel Be'l:knap, and
the judge advocate and recorder. -

The court then adjourned until Mo_nday morning at 10 é’clocf{:

FrEDERICK, June 5, 1848.

The court met: present; all ‘the members, judge advocate and
recorder.
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‘Major General Scott in attendance.

8 Maj‘or,Génera_l_"Pf]Io'w before the court. "

.N‘[a_‘jbr,(}g_n'erﬁl “S'c.:.ott's'tated.th'at_he had been PrE-V.EhtedIBy sick;
ness from attending the court. ' o e

General Pillow read the fi)'l-l‘owi_ng:‘
Mr. President and gentlemen of the court: '

After an absence from my family of nearly two years, I felt it
my duty to touch at' my residence, on ‘my way hither.  I-did sb",
and spent but one day there. ' Though I had ‘full time to' have
made “the journey to this place under ordinary circuﬁistdnces,' in
time to have been present at the meeting of the court, ‘on the 29th
ult., unusual and ‘unavoidable detention‘upon the river put ‘it out
of my power to.doiso. ! © i Fa i

- I regret that my absence should have produced any“de-]ay‘in_t_-hia

proceedings of the court; and ' trust that ‘this explanation ‘may be
deemed satisfactory. = .- : ; it bl g

- Majo: General Scott said that e had hoped to proceed with the

examination of the witnesses this morning, but that his recent ill-
ness had left him too feeble to bear the fatigue. il g

.. Major General. Pillow, on {he part of the defence, ‘oﬁfere.d two

affidavits; which the President directed should be shown to General
Scott, before the question of their reception  should ‘ be decide"'d',
marked W. . : 1 y

~The court then adjourned until to-morrow morning at 9'0’cloé]t;:

: 2348 o _ _ FrEDERICK, Tiams 6, 1848,
The court met pursuant to adjournment: .p.re's:ent', all the mem-
bers, and the judge advocate and recorder.

‘Major General Scott in attendance. | '
Major General Pillow before the court.

Major General Scott said ‘that he had'not had time to examine
the affidavits presented yesterday, and said further that he would
be able, after a few days, to. determine whether he would consent
to the admission.: ' _ S
_ The matter was then laid aside for the present.

General Pillow offered the following motion:
Mr. President and gentlemen of the court:

The prosecutor, on the 18th day of the proceedings of the court,
proposed, for the purpose of impeaching the testimony of Major
Burns, to prove by Lieutenant Clark, that said Burns had been a
witness before a court held in Puebla, in July, 1847, of which the




